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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
THURSDAY, JULY 7, 2005
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

S115495
C037789 Third Appellate District

S$123790
B160209 Second Appellate District,
Division Seven

S135313

S$133941
B170004 Second Appellate District,
Division One

O’RIORDAN v. FEDERAL KEMPER LIFE
ASSURANCE
Opinion filed: Judgment reversed

We reverse the judgment of the Court of Appeal,
and we remand the matter to that court for
further proceedings consistent with this opinion.

Opinion by Kennard, J.
--- joined by George, C.J., Baxter, Werdegar,
Chin & Moreno, JJ.

PEOPLE v. SEIJAS
Opinion filed: Judgment reversed

We reverse the judgment of the Court of Appeal
and remand the matter for further proceedings
consistent with our opinion, including resolving
any remaining appellate issues and considering
the related petition for writ of habeas corpus.

Opinion by Chin, J.
--- joined by George, C.J., Kennard, Baxter,
Werdegar, Moreno, JJ.

RIORDAN ON DISCIPLINE
Order: (dispositive)

The request to provide to the State Bar

confidential documents filed by appointed
counsel in People v. Richard Dean Turner
(S009038) filed on July 6, 2005, is denied.

PEOPLE v. QUINTERO
Time extended to grant or deny review

to August 15, 2005.
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PEOPLE v. YIN
Time extended to grant or deny review

to August 17, 2005

PEOPLE v. HARRIS (LANELL)
Extension of time granted

to September 6, 2005 to file appellant's reply
brief. After that date, only two further
extensions totaling about 90 additional days are
contemplated. Extension is granted based upon
Deputy State Public Defender Joel
Kirshenbaum's representation that he anticipates
filing that brief by early December 2005.

PEOPLE v. TAYLOR (KEITH DESMOND)
Extension of time granted

to September 6, 2005 to file appellant’s opening
brief. After that date, only one further
extensions totaling about 60 additional days will
be granted. Extension is granted based upon
Deputy State Public Defender Ellen J. Egger’s
representation that she anticipates filing that
brief by November 6, 2005.

PEOPLE v. MCCURDY (GENEE.)
Extension of time granted

to September 6, 2005 to file appellant's opening
brief. After that date, only three further
extensions totaling about 180 additional days
will be granted. Extension is granted based
upon Deputy State Public Defender Gary
Garcia's representation that he anticipates filing
that brief by March 6, 2006.

PEOPLE v. POTTS (THOMAS)
Extension of time granted

to September 6, 2005 to file appellant’s opening
brief. After that date, only three further
extensions totaling about 180 additional days
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will be granted. Extension is granted based
upon Deputy State Public Defender Michael P.
Goldstein's representation that he anticipates
filing that brief by March 3, 2006.

PEOPLE v. ZAMUDIO (SAMUEL J.)
Extension of time granted

to September 6, 2005 to file appellant’s reply
brief. After that date, only one further extension
totaling about 70 additional days will be granted.
Extension is granted based upon Deputy State
Public Defender Peter R. Silten’s representation
that he anticipates filing that brief by mid-
November 2005.

PEOPLE v. McKINZIE (KENNETH)
Extension of time granted

to September 6, 2005 to file appellant's opening
brief.

PEOPLE v. MURTISHAW (DAVID LESLIE)
Extension of time granted

to September 19, 2005 to file appellant's opening
brief.

FARNAM (JACK) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to August 2, 2005 to file the reply to the
informal response to the petition for writ of
habeas corpus. After that date, no further
extension is contemplated. Extension is granted
based upon counsel Samuel D. McVey's
representation that he anticipates filing that
document by August 2, 2005.
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BROWN (ANDREW) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to August 8, 2005 to file the reply to the
informal response to the petition for writ of
habeas corpus. After that date, no further
extension will be granted. Extension is granted
based upon counsel Ronald S. Smith’s
representation that he anticipates filing that
document by August 8, 2005.

PEOPLE v. VASQUEZ
Extension of time granted

to August 8, 2005 for respondent to serve and
file respondent’s brief.

LEWIS (RAYMOND) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to August 1, 2005 to file the reply to informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas
corpus.

WILKIN (GORDON M.) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to serve and file the Reply to Informal Response
to and including July 28, 2005.

COLEMAN (CALVIN) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to August 1, 2005 to file the informal response
to the petition for writ of habeas corpus. After
that date, only one further extensions totaling
about 30 additional days is contemplated.
Extension is granted based upon Deputy
Attorney General Mark Howell’s prior
representation that he anticipates filing that
document by August 30, 2005.



SAN FRANCISCO

S133464
B178884

S133805
A104689

S134205
A104482

S134220
B168064

5135363
E037974

Second Appellate District,
Division Five

First Appellate District,
Division Two

First Appellate District,
Division Three

Second Appellate District,
Division Eight

Fourth Appellate District,
Division Two

JULY 7, 2005 1297

MICHAELIS, MONTANARI & JOHNSON v. S.C.
(CITY OF LOS ANGELES, DEPT. OF AIRPORTS)
Extension of time granted

to serve and file Petitioner's Opening Brief to
July 22, 2005.

TAUS v. LOFTUS
Extension of time granted

to serve and file the appellants’s Opening Brief
to October 5, 2005. No further extension is
contemplated.

QUINN v. MCCOY
Extension of time granted

to serve and file the Reply to the Pacific Bank's
Answer to July 15, 2005.

PEOPLE v. CASTRO
Counsel appointment order filed

Doris Browning is hereby appointed to represent
appellant on the appeal now pending in this
court.

DILLON v. S.C. (PEOPLE)
Transferred to CA 4/2

The above-entitled matter is transferred to the
Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District,
Division Two, for consideration in light of
Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.
In the event the Court of Appeal determines that
this petition is substantially identical to a prior
petition, the repetitious petition shall be denied.



SAN FRANCISCO JULY 7, 2005 1298

Bar Misc. 4186 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
THE COMMITTEE OF BAR EXAMINERS OF
THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA FOR
ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS

The written motion of the Committee of
Bar Examiners that the following named
applicants, who have fulfilled the
requirements for admission to practice
law in the State of California, be admitted
to the practice of law in this state is
hereby granted, with permission to the
applicants to take the oath before a
competent officer at another time and
place:

(LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED TO
ORIGINAL ORDER)






